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Abstract

The objective of this research was to examine and compare the efficiency of 4 different
parameter estimation methods consisted: ML (in case of transformed and non transformed data
to normal distribution) via WLSMV and Bayesian for non-normality ordered categorical data
under 4 different sample sizes (80, 160, 370 and 623). This research used 10,000 pseudo
populations. The comparisons were done involving 16 conditions and each condition was
replicated 200 times. The dependent variables evaluated con51sted of: 1) the bias of parameter
estimates; 2) the bias of standard errors; 3) construct reliability ( ¢) and average variance

extracted (pV); and 4) Model fit indices to determine percent of model fit. The research findings

revealed that: 1) The parameter estimates of Bayesian and WLSMV estimations becoming closer
to true parameters when sample size increased. Both estimation methods were found to be trivial
biased of parameter estimates and standard errors when sample size increased to at least 370. ML
estimations (both transformed and non transformed data to normal distribution) were found to be
substantial biased of parameter estimates and standard errors. The parameter estimates were
underestimated with .001 statistical significant levels 2) Construct reliability (p ¢) and average

variance extracted (P ) of measurement model of Bayesian estimation were not different from

true parameters for all sample sizes. Both values of WLSMV estimation were not different from
true parameters when sample size increased to at least 160. ML estimations (both transformed
and non transformed data to normal distribution) were found to be underestimated with .001
statistical significant levels for all sample sizes. 3) WLSMYV estimation ended up being more
acceptable than the other estimations for all sample sizes. Bayesian estimation was accurate
when the sample size increased to at least 370. ML estimations (both transformed and non
transformed data to normal distribution) were less accurate than WLSMV and Bayesian
estimation. The percentages of model fit were found to increase with the sample size increased
for all parameter estimations.
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A1AAIALAREUNIATIIU (Relative  Standard
Error Bias)

5.3 AAradesiu (Reliability) w04
Teanis3a Tewd a1 Po wazan Py

54 $osazvasluinaiidonndoeiu
%a;gaL%ﬂUizﬁﬂﬁ(Percent of Model Fit) lng
NA5UNABLTAAIIUADAARBINAUNAUVD S

luwa (Model Fit Indices)

nsAATIEVdeya

1. MITUATIZATII0888AIINDUDEN
duinsveIAIUTEUIUNITIdneT (Relative
Parameter Estimates Bias) luusiazidoulalay

AIlAIINEns #ail (Bandalos, 2006: 401
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Flora & Curran, 2004: 466; Trierweiler, 2009:
75)

0 -0

RBO) =|—— % 100%
0

0 Ao AUTEUIUIINNGNAIDY1T |
J

LALANNISINABST i

0 Ao AmsiiwmesanUsEung
|

2. N5IATIZYNAITOYAZ AU UD N
FinsvesnInaIAdouL1msgIU (Relative
Standard Error Bias) TuusiazSeuly Tnasuia
lia1ngns wail (Bandalos, 2006: 403; Flora &

Curran, 2004: 466; Trierweiler, 2009: 75)

SE(ei)-'SE(ei)

5E<Gi)

RB(SEGi)= x100%

SE@ )

A J
7 AD ANTUTEUIUTBIAINY
ﬂa'lfﬂLﬂa@umﬁ@ii’]u%aﬂwqiﬂﬁLm@%ﬁ]ﬁﬂﬂi%ﬁﬁﬂi

SE(ei)

& 1
i A9 ANUTTUIUUDIAINY

AANALARIUIIATEILANNGLF8E1  dmFu
Sruugateya (Replication) 7 j

LNUAFIUTUAIAINLDULD BIFUANGS
(Relative Bias) (Curran, West, & Finch, 1996;
Bandalos, 2006: 402; Flora & Curran, 2004:
473; Kaplan, 1989 cited in Trierweiler, 2009:
75) fg

13iLAu 5.00% w1 dArAnuteu
Bedlusysus (Trivial Bias)

5.019%-10.00% #1899 A1AULDU

WwesluseauuIunans (Moderate Bias)
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111A77 10.00% MR8 AAIAILLDU
\ealusediugs (Substantial Bias)
3. nsiUSeuiiouaininuifedu
(Reliability) vaslaaanisin laun
3.1 A2 T0 U IFILUTUR S
(Construct ReLiabiUty:pc) waAnIGaALLTiEen s
Tun1959u@7 (Convergent Validity) w88
dadrunnuilsusIusmiuuesiuUsdunala
wovualusudsudadeaty nsAuimasLen

wWHAsAILUTHEN wazAtaAIsUINNIT .60 270

gns
Y
[=A
P.- '
Y N}
| |
\ile )\i AB ANNIATIIUVRIUINEN
93AUsENOU

61 A9 ATNIANTFIUYDIAINY
WUSUSIUTBIANMLARIALAREUIINATT TR
3.2 Fﬁ’lLa?ﬂlﬁﬂJ@ﬂﬂ’NmLﬂiﬂi’JuﬁQﬂ
annle (Average Variance Extracted: Puy \Hu
ANadreInULUTUTIUTD IR Tias Uy
Igeesulsdnnale dedlanfisumiafuailouiu
(Eigen Value) Tun1931AT12%09AUTZNDULTS
41979 LaTNITAIUIUAITUENLARZAILUTUN S

wagAlamsuInndt .50 lagAuInaIngns

&Y.

pv:E)\ihZBi

W9 )\i A ATUINIFIUVDIUINLN
peAUsENBY
0 Ao AuInIgIuAIINRUSUTIY

YOIMUABIALAZDUIINATTIA
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4. mndSeuiiiousesasvoaluinaii
AoanaednudeyaidiUsziny (Percent  of
Model Fit) lngiansananndvilinnnudennasy
naunduvesluaa (Model Fit Indices)

AFFITAAINNEENARBINANNAUVDY
Tuna Ali1n33nsUszanaI s inesiuy

| v a

ML, ML, uwag  WLSMV Ao A1asil CFl

(Comparative  Fit Index) wagAGvd TLI
(Tucker-Lewis Index) #%#38@1 NNFI (Non-
normed Fit Index) @usiviiinANaanAaDg
NaNNAUVDIINLAAYINITNIT Bayesian @D AN
Posterior Predictive p-value Imaﬁmﬂmsﬁﬁaﬁ
(Schemelleh, Moosbrugger & Maller, 2003:
23-27)

CFl> 95 wuigds lumadialiu
donrRpInaunduiuleyadsedng

TL > .95 wunwds lueailiaaiu
donrRaInaunduiuleyadsedng

Posterior  Predictive  p-value >.05
e lueadauaenndeinaunduiudeya

WaUsedng

#3UNaN133Y

1. A5n15UszUIUAILUY Bayesian ¥
TrAueudsvasAUszuuniwes Ty
seudfian wagildUszanaminiweslndidss
fuAnatsresnnafiwesinnduidiengusedied
mumimﬁu Taggaanuidedy 95% 209
ATUTEUIUNITILLNDIATOUARUAIITIVD
NWITLADINNVUIANGUATIDE1T T89AIUNAD
ABn1sUTEIIAIMUY WLSMV agTiA1aueu

WwetluszauUunaaleldngudieguuin 80
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wsillenguiiegaLiintufaus 160 nirgfoeg
ulU Arpnueudeszanategluseiui wag
ANUSEUIUNIS RS HA b NALARINUAIRS 9T
A & 1 | a o Aaa
N5MDSUINTY @SN ML elunsaing
LLaziajﬁmiLUﬁsJugiJsﬁaaﬂaiﬁﬁmiLLﬁmLLmLfJuIﬁq
Und agliirnAueudesegluseiuas lngen
g o I3 1 ao Q{'
11N e9AUsENaUINNAISUTEUIUANEAIRAY
A1NI1AN93IVBINS1TLM S (Underestimate)
LAZAIUSEUIUNITITLMD ST UTIIAIN UL DT U
95% liimseuAguA193IveINITIiimeslunn
VUIANANAIDENY
2. 35n115UsEuuAINIS TS hUU
Bayesian Wagi5n15 WLSMV agliAAinuieu
BIFUNMTVDIAIIUABIALATDUNIATFIUN

L% s

ThaAeeanu IneA1AULOULD SEUNNSUDIANL

a0

AANALATBULINTIIUYD I AR IITH A AR LY
VUIANAUAIDENI 80 MFIDEN4 LLazﬁmagﬂu
seaudrunan Weldvurnngudiegia 160
mieiiegn lngaziideglussauaiiieldvun
NAUAIBEILANTUATLA 370 MIefI0g19TUlY
d1u35ms ML Tunsalnldiinisiaeusudeya
Naa = v v cs

waznstindnsiUaeusUteyalviiinisuanuandy
1A9UNA a81A1AINULBULDEIAUNNSVBIAITY
AaAARDUNINSFURglUTEAUadlnAlAsiuile
Idvruangusiegeuuin 80 160 wag 370 wagidl
Aranasagluseaudi Weldvuianguaiogng
623 KUIYAIDYY

3. ANAUL BN UVDIRILUTHEILAY
! a A o %
ANRAEYDIANULUSUSIUTANAbavadluAanIs
U Ay v aa \ a &
Tanlaa1n35n15UTEUIUAINITINLNBS WU
Bayesian fAlaunna19iuA1a39v0anis1ines

lunnuuiangustegns Tuvaueisnis WLSMV
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L IAAIANUT DL UVD IR U T LAE ALRA YD
AnuLUsUTIUaialavedlunagniIA1asIves
a 5 1 a v o % Qle o
wisdmesegnilidedAgynisaianszau 001
dl $2 1 U 1 1 7 1 = 1
Wielduunangueiegie 80 Mihediag1s wagiian
TikmnFA19AUAN93 998911510985 Lilalduune
naudiagesaus 160 Yuld d1u38n1s ML Tu
Nay 1A = 9 Naa
ﬂimmlmmﬂﬂaﬂugﬂm;ﬂaLLazﬂimwmmi
Wagugudeyalfinnsuanuaaduldaund wuin

a A O ) | a
TAAINULTDHUVDIA LU T ILAL ARV DY

auwlsUnuiaialdvestuaamnitdiaiives
ws1fimes egeivedfynisadnfisesu 001
Tunnuunangusiiogns

4. Yovazvasluinaiiaonndesiudeya
Beuszdndidlefinsananuaenadesvedliina
Ineldseil CFI, TLI wag Posterior Predictive p-
value U Sovazvedluinaiiaonadesiuteya
Fasedndanifintumuaiavesndusiedidly
NNIBN15UTTUIUAINITITNES WHIBN1T ML
way MLtr  93flen a1 unueinIINaennae
1o8N1135n15 WLSMV Lagidnns Bayesian uag
Tunmsiuuad 38015 WLSMV - aglvinans
nadouANAnAdedvasluLAafiaigalunn
undieg s luvaeiinsnis Bayesian Tinanis
nageuANLdenAdavadlinaTiATigalelingy

f198199URGLe 370 JulY

2AUSI8NANTSIY
A15USEUIUAINISITLABSAI83T
Bayesian d3UdayadlUNNAULUULTEISURY
Ql'd [~ ¥ a
Pnswanwas bl dulasund Jenumunsauway

fiuszansamaiagn uwilunguéiogisvuindn

14! v U a v
FIADAAFDINUIIUIVYVDI Asparouhov &
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Muthen (2010) #ifnu133n15UszunaiAIMUY
Bayesian luluina CFA 71 1 aaduszneu lu
YUIANGUFIDESTILANETY 6 VU AD 50,
100, 200, 500, 1,000 Wag 5,000 Fanuin Tunga
Fneg199uIALan (N=50 wag n=100) liwuan
auowdes Tudeulvsuudiudsdunalaly
Tuina wudnsuusulsdanaldfiuanniias
memmmLauﬁmﬁ@qﬂdﬂLLazﬁﬂszﬁw%mw
Anirdunusuusdanalddesnin udidends
fhodrellvunaiintuimiueudsaranasuas
NaEWELARINARTY wazAsparouhov & Mutheén
(2010:  18-22) NANDINISLUTBULBUATNIS
UszaaAILUU WLSMV wag Bayesian Tuliina
SEM fifudsidnungduunngu (Categorical
Variable) wagtayau1avie (Missing Data) Ha
N15AN®Y WUI1 A0 Bayesian  IAKAANSNIS
Uszanaumnidnlngenaswesmsafimasuinnin
75 WLSMV tazAsparouhov & Muthén (2010:
45-47) na1ane n1sssungulseansan
BN1TUTTUIUALUU Bayesian wag WLSMV Tu
Tunanisiesiziauinisvesnyiaved
(Multiple Indicator Growth Modeling) @115y
FanUsifisssuvididunisdiuunng
(Categorical Data) lmgUszuiauminisiiines
U 36 AT NANITANYY WUINIDN1TUTZU U
AINISITLABSIUU Bayesian  HAINLLUEN
11NN1135n0715 WLSMV waglaianlunisaiuim
Houni1Usruiad 1.5 111 Lazdennasdny
U8V MacKinnon, et al.(2004 cited in
Mutheén, 2010: 6-12 ) AnwwUIgulisuisnis
UszanaAmILuy ML wag Bayesian Tuliina SEM

d‘y IS [ Y a I ad
PayainisuanuaslididulAsind wuinsns
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ML ludeulvazifiadennantosulunsuanuas
TayatduldsunfnaninadniaA1ussunaves
ysimesilignies luung s Bayesian ¥
n15IAsIEvideyalaen1seaulinIsuanutas
n181a4 (Posterior Distribution) @11135031019
wanuasldtdulasunfle azuansnadns
A1UsEYINITIdmesiinda daudsnas
WLSMV %qﬂﬁzmmﬁmﬁwﬁma%wﬁugmmaq
nslaunsndandunusinanasa (Polychoric
Correlation) #1m15Ud0YATIUUNNFUUUULTYS
Susuiiinisuanuasliifuldsund Tufeulungu
fMeog19ruIndn (n=80) daumuizanlusziu
Ununans uazilerunnnaudaeg1aiaud 160 Ju
U wud fussdnSandusngaud Saaenndes
AU Muthén & Kaplan, (1985); Potthast,
(1993);DiStafano,(2002) fin1sAnw1uszansam
19435 N15UsTEIUA NI T S u i
ﬁwméﬁmﬁa@ﬁLﬁumiﬁu%yjaﬁﬁé’wmzﬁﬂLLUﬂ
NENLUULTE98UAY (Ordered Categorical Data)
Tawn 35A15 CVM, %38 Robust WLS (WLSM,
WLSMV) Benuin adszanamnsfiwesiisnung
nsUszanaadufisndndeedionisuanuas
ToyaluilulAsunfluseduunn Aruszunnnes
wsdwesiinuwnsdulunaiifivuninguas
nqudtegelivuadn wazaenndoiuauide
994 Oranje (2003 cited in Trierweiler, 2009:
48) AN IUTEU WeUIENIsUTERIMAT WU
ML, WLS, WLSM uagz WLSMV lagn1331a89
Toyauszvnsiiidnuaz danduuuuiiesdusiu
Nan3ANEY Wud1 35015 WLSMV  Huiinany
unssededrinifstunguiogisuuaidn wag

Tuwavualuglanninisn1sdu o Lazdennass
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fusudsevos Flora & Curran (2004: 466) 7
ANWIN1TUTEUIUAINITIELADSAIELATANS
UsgunaimIuy WLS 1ag Robust WLS @Sy
Tuna CFA fisudsiiunnsTasssudessusu Tny
EEARFORRLEEHG wazAmuaieulafiuandiaiy
AD NHUFATBENN 4 VIR TEAUNITHINLIITOYE 5
LAV NIMRUASNYMzLanIze9luna (Model
Specification) 4 WUU Wazd1UIU Categories
YIS 2 WU %qﬁﬂmimmam%ﬂ (Replicate)

6

500 A¥s manSAN®YI WU nslduRSnd
anduiusinanasa (Polychoric Correlation) i
ALLNseionsaslindennand oaduiea iy
A1SLANLALUUUNR 35715 Robust WLS wans
wadnsimunzanlunn 9 Seuly uazilay
wnzaNdnsunsUssaanludoulafisauys
Fu1msTaluULseeeunu Tulumasuiananens
ALY UAENEURIDENTUIANANTIVUIALEN
Fegonndoefuiudsevss Beauducel &
Herzberg (2006) la@nwiUseuiiauisnis
Uszaauan 2 wuU Ae ML wag WLSMV Tuluea
CFA fifeyauszrnsinisuanuaaduldsund wa
A5ANEY WU 3305 WLSMV Tefanduein
aﬁﬂﬁzﬂauﬁga A1UTEUIUNISIHLRBS AN
WUUGININNTT AORTI5088LAIUADNAAB IV
Tuiea ludns1figaninidnisdu q uazuanssnsn
fmnzay lunnuuangusois
TuvausfinisUszanammisfitneseie
33 ML meldmsazdfindonnanieduiendiu
feyauvusoieauaznisuanuasiduldsund

wazdsn1s ML, (35013 ML vdsandeusy

e

ayalvfiniswanuanduldeund) Feviinas

o
=

AINUUTIUFIUTDNRS NTanduNUS WU S
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du (Pearson Product Moment Correlation:
PPM)  tu 9zlwadnsuoenisUseuin
Amnimesiiligndeamnzay Jeaenadoeiu
Kline (2005: 178-179) fina1331 33155200
AwuU ML Tuluinaaunisidalaseasedinsu
foyaduunnguuuuiBsssusuiiinisuanuadlsl
Huldsundvuaslidinaiuieoutdesves
AUsEINUNITAmesuaTAALAAIALARE Y

a

WInsg1ugs Wdanuaaiaiefeulseani 1

(Type | Error) wazahd Chi-square HA1@ITU

Y
¥

wnldnlunsufiasluwaauufguidns iy
me Tngenizlunsdinguiiod 9uuIatan was
[ =1 4 a dy 4
seaUNITHINWAd L TulAsUNRUINTU danAdDd
fiu Finney & DiStefano (2006) MNa1711 N3
azlindannaaloinungInun1ThaNkIUNAnNy
(Multivariate Normal Distribution) “U’e)ﬁ@;ﬂaﬁﬁ
anwueIIwUNNgY (Categorical Data)  n19%

Us1UAINIsImesa2835 ML aglvnaansnis

'
=Y

Uszuuanludaudedu iy anedinainy

=) a

aonAaeINaundullA1aT 1A1NLeULDEIUDY
AUsznamsineflazAiauAaIaLAToU
UINTFIU Hadnsandeyattalssdnyaglyl
ganmaasiuluAaaNLRgIY Imaﬁuagﬁumuwm
ngufeg1 sedun1suanuasilaiduldsuna
(Degree of Non-normality) LLazﬁﬁmumjmﬁ
uune28 (Number of  Categories)  Wag
#8AAf09U Hu & Bentler (1998: 427 cited in
Finney & DiStefano, 2006: 273) fina1vin
Foyadinisuanuasiiliifuldsunalusefudu
naefiannn warnguiegadivunian (n < 250)
3Bn15 ML aglvrduiiinseaunnunaunauy

TLI, CFI w30 RMSEA fluunlduitazufiasluing
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auuagwuqﬁu LardaenAaeINuIIUITeVBY
Trierweller (2009) #iléANWIUSTEANTAIWANS
UsgaA NS e e sluinan1sIAs1ey
peRUsENoUdNEudUd T UTaLATANAULUUIS
suaululusunsudasa lnen1sdnassdoya lag
WisuiguIsnsuseauAmndlees 4 wuy
Mg ML, Robust ML, WLS uag Robust DWLS
dmiuluaadszrnsfuandeiu 2 Tuea Ao
Luwa 3 03AUsznou 9 Fuusdunale was 3
peAUsEnou 18 mudsdunala seAunITwan
LAIVBITBLA 5 AU Ay YWIANGNAIREYI 4
U9 (n=100, 200, 500 Wag 1,000) lna@ne
Heulvay 500 n1sNAaBIE (Replications) W@
N15ANEY WU 35A15 ML (Normal Theory ML)
Tuteulvifoyaiinisuanuasuuutning wans
ArUsEIMaINTTinesuazAAAIALAR DY
unsguidanueudsadnies sniulungy
Fregrsuuiadn (n =100) finudn Andesiuu
4IRNIFU wamaA1 Underestimate GLuia'ﬁﬁqujﬂ
desyiunisuanuasdiliduldsunfunduas
uansAnIowdssgetudelnsanzlungy
AI9E19UUIALEN TUIAVBILULAALAZIUIANGY
MagvdInananLeuLBeeg U duNUS Y
fo ilonguiediuiuiuaanueudesas
anad waviiedrurudinusdainnlise
99AUTENBUNINTY A1AIINDULEBIVDIAN
AMALARBULIATEILATANAS ANARR Chi-square
wazfyilinaiuaennaeInauniy Ao CFl wag
RMSEA uansenlsiimunganlunn 9 Jouly lng
a3u lueulvdeyadnnduuuuiFeaduduiiing
wanuasiladidulisund 38n1s ML TWimanas

YseUUAINLUTEANTNAINAITINANSIVY
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A0AARBINUNANITANYIDNNANLIIUITY VD9
Bollen (1989), Muthén & Kaplan (1985),
Babakus, Ferguson, & Joreskog (1987), West,
Finch, & Curran (1995), Green et al. (1997),
Hutchinson & Olmos (1998), Finney &
DiStefano (2006) #9414 N15USE U104 AN
Wsfmesdunsulumanisiasgiesalsyneu
Badududdunsn meldfeuledeyauszvinsd
dnwnigduunnguuuuiFessusuiifinisuanias
laidulAsund msldunsndandniusindnansa
(Polychoric Correlation: PC) agilAanunungea
wazlinadnsifnuutuginiinislduning
ANFUNUSUUULNESEY (Pearson  Product
Moment Correlation: PM) @onaaodiuinuiag
Y94 Babakus, Ferguson, & Joreskog (1987)
fidnwinnusoulng (Sensitive) 28335013
UsLUUAILUU Maximum Likelihood (ML) Tu
Foulvazifindennandesduiierfuuinsia
(Measurement Scale) WaEaNWMLAITLINLI
voetaya laun1siuSeuiigunisidiuning
andunius 4 wuu A. Product - Moment,
Polychoric, Spearman’s rho uag Kendall’s
Tau-b Tuluiea CFA peAUsENRULAYY AILUS
dunald 4 Auds Min1siiaesdeyasinys
FHUNNGNUUULTEIUAU (Ordered Categorical
Data) 5 5£AU KaN15AN®Y WUIN NISIEUASNY
andunusinanasia (Polychoric)  aglan
UssnanimiinesAusyneuvesdiinnumunz e

1INAINURTAENFURUSLUUDU 9 LazaDnARDI

'
a

AUIIUYITYVDY Hutchinson & Olmos (1998) 7
AnwUSoueUITN15UTEUIUAINITITLNDS

wuu ML wag WLS  Tagldnisdnassdoya
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Uszansfiduysiidnuaigsuunnguuuuiies
Judiu 5 szau wazdinsuanuasnsuusidulds
Un ludeulafiunndnsiuseselud 1) Tuwea
Uszng 2 dnvey fo luina CFA 7l 2
p3AUSENOU Way 4 parUsenaU (eeRUsynavay
4 fuusdunld) 2) vuenguinegisisnaiu
2 9u1m (500 way 1,000) way 3) sLAUNITHAN
LasuUsvesnguiegeilaiifuldsndd
f1e9nu 4 Seeu laedsnis ML THunsSng
AdUNUSLUUESEY (PPM) dau3snns WLS 14
WASNGanduNUsIngnasa (PC) wan1sAny)
WU 39015 WLS Iegldunsndanduniusinine
SalinaansANnaNnduveduaalafninis ML
IuLC\N‘IIE]uVL"Uﬂ’liLLR]ﬂLL’RNGZJJE]yjaLLUULfJJ ANEDRA Chi-
square fimuteudedluds ML ledeyaiinig
wanuasnuuy Tuwasins WLS flaueudes
UoHUIN LaLADAAABINUITUITEYRY Flora &
Curran  (2004) AAN®INGIINAITUTZUIQUAT
N1510LAIAIENATANISUSEUUATILUY WLS
waz Robust WLS dwiuluina CFA fishuusil
WnsTnsEAUTedusu laglsn1sdnaeteya
waguaieuluiuansisiu Ao ngudaogna 4
19 (100, 200, 500 way 1,000) S¥AUNITULAN
WAIUBYA 5 TEAU NMTNIMUATNYAUZIANIZUDY
lutna (Model Specification) 4 WUU LazdIUIU
Categories UDIAMUT 2 LU %ﬂﬁ’]ﬂ’l'ﬁﬂﬂﬂaa&%’]
500 A¥s Tunsavideuly nan1s@nw wuin s
Tdiunsndandunusinanssa (Polychoric
Correlation) #ANULNTIRENITALIINTEANAY
\osuReafunsuanuasuuuUnd uagiauuss
1RSSR TSNS AT AL

Tuluimavuinnanafavunlve) uaznguaiegns
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PIANANTWIAEN Menlawianguaiog

Myrunzaud@nsulunanisimsiegnasnusenau

[

Weguduaduusn melateulvtoyauseyinsdl

'
[y

ANWATTIRUNNFURUULTEIBUAUNTNITLANULAS

D.

IﬂLﬁuIﬁ\‘iﬂﬂaﬁ?u%uagﬁUﬂﬁLﬁaﬂI%agﬂﬂi
UszanaAmisimesfimunzan lunaniside
adell 1dun 33113 WLSMV aunangusaagnad
WINNZEN AB n > 160 939 VWA 20 LV VDS
Trurumndsdunalaluluing denadesiu
Faluz11v09 Kline (2005: 178) way Costello &
Osborne (2005 cited in Schumacker &
Lomax, 2010: 42) Lagidn13 Bayesian UuU1A
naufeEsTIzay fe n = 80 wie YuA 10
Wi vesTnnumnlsdunalalulung denndes
fudeuuzu1ved Bentler & Chou (1987 cited
in Schumacker & Lomax, 2010: 42) uag
Raykov & Marcoulides (2006 cited in
Chumney, 2012: 29) &3UN1IANUATUIANGY
maglagldansves Cochran (1977 cited in
Bartlett, Kotrlik, & Higgins, 2001: 43-50) lpe
NTUszAUALEann (Alpha Level) @Sy
Joyauuudnuunngy (Categorical Data) Wuin
fisziu O =.05 was o =01 linadnsaidnny

winnzaulukanenaty

JolauLuL
Jaauauuzlunisiinanisiveluly
1. Wan15IFYNUIN 19015 Maximum
Likelihood (ML) sialunsditlsifinisiudsugy
foyauaznsalfifinsiasusudeyaliinisuan
paaduldsunddu welduszurumisfimes

o v IS Y [d o
ﬂ’]EJSL‘L!IlIL@ﬁﬂ’]’i’mﬂﬂ@%ﬁﬂJﬁﬂ@m%L‘LI‘Llﬂ'ﬁ‘i]'WLL‘Llﬂ
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AUTTUIUNIT LR SRTANeULBYSLasH
YPUIAATIRINIIAINISITIRe393veIUsTEInT
(Underestimated) fatu Tunsviideildimaina
MIIATResRUsEnoUlB S uLUUS R ULINT

12 99AUSENBU 8 AnUsdwnale waziinnsg

ee

a

NIVE
Y

D

29nLUUNSInlaglgaInanIsInanway

2 vaal . 2
A5LE0N1IEI0NNTUTEUNILUY Bayesian %30
WLSMV  9giA3ugnfaaiiigesnseauinninisnis
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WBesvasArlszuuniilinesegluszaudn

e

a o a Y 1w ' aa '
q EJﬂ'lﬁLaE]ﬂIsUﬂﬁjllﬂ']E]En\‘WlﬂﬂJuqﬂ 160 U7y

e &

Y9819 YUl

=3
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Sususduusniidl 2 esruszneu 8 Faudsduns
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(Non-normal Ordered Categorical Data) v
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(Ordered Categorical Non-normality Data)
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IANINGANITNANARTINENTWARL TN 6 alufi 1 WngIAN 2557

Journal of Behavioral Science for Development Vol.6 No.1 January 2014

Page | 335

Weldudaziudsiinisuanuanduldsund
(Univariate Normal Distribution) LLazﬁﬁauuaﬁ
Snwasneiiies (Continuous Data) 5uen1s
Winvuranguiedalidvuinlvg wén
AIAUNITUTTUIUAINITITRBIA8ITANT ML
fu Tallddeifinanudisansdffunanis

UszauAmNS 1w asvalumawiagnale Aelu

N

398A25LADNLTIDNISUTEUIUAINITITLABDS b

e3>

WLIEAUNUSITUBIRYBITEAUNITIAAILUT AL
VUIAUBINANMIBENS 2zreliNanTsITeANy
RN RAGARGY
q. Iuﬂiﬂﬁﬁjﬁaamﬁmazamaa
Jannanlaidurainisiasizrluaiuauiy
lAsUnd wavseaunisiady widnagldngy
Y] 1 t:lld 1 1 Y] 1 < 1
F79819NTYUIANINATT 623 UG98 Ak
muﬁmm%mmgﬂﬁaq&uaqmamﬁmmw‘lﬁ
Fan1sutlutennasiUosduinairtdazdanala
Aav a a . . U Ao
HAN1TIT8dAUOUBYIEN (High Bias) Avilin
AUNANNEUANS 9 HUseanSamansuaziilug
ANSYINAINULNYINTIN1ETUVDINTTIFY (Low
Internal Validity) wagdnaliv1nnnuiiesnss

a

AMYUBDNYDINTSIFEDNAY (Low  External
Validity) ety iideaisienlaldrenisidenldy
ATNsUsEINAIAIWITEmes I g daNAvaLNg
nsiasulsdanaliuaserunisidoauusen

NNTNTLAWULUUUNA

JoLAUdLULAIMNSUNISILATIRD LU
1. ASHNNSANIUSEENTAINYRIITNIS
USEUIUAIMNITIRLADSNIEINIT (ML, WLSMV,

Bayesian) nelenansznuainoulvdue) aell

A1dnslng ADTWASENOANIINANERT NUANENAEATUATUNIT loa



336 | Page
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